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Letter From Ireland, 1970 
lreland has made the international headlines this yeEJI again, but not for the u 
Instead of the green isle of peace, we have a land tom at one end b) 
politico-religious nature, and disturbed by strikes and industrial unrest at U1• 
troubles between Catholics and Protestants in the North of Ireland are in 
solution, and an uneasy peace is maintained by what is virtually an army of occu 
trouble spots of Belfast and Derry. No one denies that the problems to be faced • 
most people believe that the solutions would more easily be found if there wu 
Christianity among the Christians. ln the South, we have again made lhe to p of 
class for lime lost by industrial strikes. As I write the banks are closed because • 
the building industry has been idled for nearly lhree months because of a strike 1 
industry. Even junior hospital doc1ors are threatening to resign their posts in sea 
conditions of service and pay. All these obviously have an effect of the econ• 
obvious is a considerable fall in the tourist trade, which is very important to us. 
Perhaps we all fail to communicate - an explanation for most problems thl 
fails to communicate with youth, church fails with the laity. This idea of th 
always been a strong one in Ireland. Our parents seemed to go along wiU. 
dictatorship, but not so the post-war generation. The Second Vatican Council str 
are all one body, the people of God, but this has not been very much shown in pr 
However last month we made a big leap forward into the seventies, with a Natk 
Communication, promoted by the hierarchy but headed by a layman. The • 
Centre is education and promotion of understanding between the clergy and 1:.. 
organization stems from the Catholic Truth Society, which had come to the er 
with the changing times of the post-war world. Originally publishing pamphlet 
and moral questions for a population which was rapidly becomeing literate, 1 
outmoded by more modem media of communication. To-day's youth ar, 
parents, so new people skilled in the use of the newer media were recruited for 
we progress. 
ers To The Editor 
OF HARRlNGTON'S 
llllllftn· .... ,.,,-.u ARTICLE 
treatise on abortion the R t Rev 
•rringtolf\ seems to reason in a circle, f11st 
person per se and then subjugating 
tl reasool. to things. We are shown in de tail 
tots of a the fetus from its beginnings is more 
thcr. Ibt an aggregate of cells but is indeed a 
way near being, therefore dictinc t and too 
ton in the ••~·ous to destroy. But later, we EJIC told 
~eat, but while a child has the right to be born, it 
title more in the Light of law, no right to not be 
European (Rev Harrington's reference to many 
rikes, and and their defini tions on the subject 
tc cement to us irrelevant, anyhow, as the 
' of better point at issue in t Ius day of 
, but tess is whether laws are fair, 
days. Age 
hurcb hu 
tis benign 
.:d that we 
jce asYel 
Centre of 
ct of tlili 
This new 
.f the road 
1 religious 
td become 
-morrow's 
) purpose: 
logical or if they should be 
Now we hold that if a child has no right 
not be born (even when it would be 11 
limbless jelly or perhaps with 
mind to know itself an horror to 
and to its workd) tha t, then, as a 
that child has no rights at a!J; 
have its parents, neither have 
common sense, or judgments of 
and love. The only right has returned 
that biological activity which must have 
way, being divine, no matter how weird 
c:ruel its developments. Person is now 
to those very cells and energies 
it was supposed to be superior and 
Mcdica!Jy, we also progress, with those sparring partners of old, the Irish Medica s.wcialion, of which superiority its birth as a 
and the lrish Medical Union, much in accord. Negotiations proceed with .! MinistiY being, we were advised, must 
concerning State-aided fee per service system of medicine. We have nearly solved t: proble~ 1•1101111v1 b e assurred! 
involved in implementing the legislation on breath analysis and blood tests suspected 
driving under the influence of alcohol. The Irish level of alcohol DCcepted at 0 mgms. is Mow this identification of nature with 
pretty high by European standards, but it is a start. The merger of the Univ ities which activities would appear strongly 
~med so likely two years ago now seems to have become a subject for <Iabat with both. in the very ecclesiastics who 
Sider hanging on grimly to see what will happen. Even now, the city of Limerk .vanls 3 new oppose Pantheism as a doctrine. 
University: this in a country of three million people, which already has five Ut ,•rsitiesand carries away a child ; lighrning 
five Medical Schools. The Catholic Doctors GuJld may need the same trea. tent as the an adolescent; immediately we hear; 
Catholic Truth Society. lts' ac.tivities are minimal at the moment, but they do r l reflect ~e the will of God." But was it, now? 
great work being done by Irish doctors individua!Jy in tJ1c Lay Apostolate. speciallY rn than when a kidnapper carries 
marriage guidance. We wish the new Master General of the Guild, Dr. McKeogh ··~cry success 1'11- 'eon1e away'? We prefer ro say that Cod's 
in his effor ts to up-date this Society of Doctors. is in warning child or adolescent about 
Robert F. O'Donoghue, M.B., M.A.O., F.R.C.O.G. 
Deputy Master 
Irish Guild St. Luke, Sts. Cosmas and Damian 
Cork 
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rivets, storms, kidnappers. 
Yes, and the wiU of God is to heal 
correct nightmare situ ations of 
society, or individual----not in 
• 1970 
every wanton , freaJrish, or ogreish act of 
nature. We see God in health, in peace of 
mind and contentment. in administering of 
medicine, in happiness----i.e., in quality 
of life, for which the Rt. Rev. Harrington 
tells us the law makes no provision. 
Dr. Lees, formerl y of Mercy Hospital, in a 
TV discu55ion, explored a hypothetical 
situation in which a patient (witl1out there 
being hope of return to consciousn ess or to 
communion with society) could be kept 
alive indifinitely by artifical means and 
whic h continuance this doctor con sidered 
foolish and wrong, a fruitless trial to friends 
and big expense for nothing. Clearly there is 
a choice here between person and thing, a.~ 
in abortion in some cases. An evaluation 
must be made. Are person, thought , 
conscious communion the essentials? Or are 
the workings of nature, however hideous 
and chaotic, the sacred and fmal answer? We 
ask, are no t healti1 and fmanciaJ status and 
mental states of tl1e living friends of more 
worth, than unconscious existence of cells 
and energies? 
In like manner we must give precedence 
to a mother's life, as personality, to the 
unborn. especiaiJy if to be bom is disaster to 
both parent and offspring. 
Not that we condone the dispatching of 
prenatal life on any pretense: embarras-
sment, selfishness; only when it concerns 
the whole person, mother or child ; o r both. 
In viewing that classic movie, the CardiTWI, 
and the decision there in to let the mother 
die, we couldn't help but wonder that had 
that woman been married in the Church 
(rather than participating in what the 
Omrch considered great sin) would the 
choice have been different ; would mother 
rather than infant been spared! At any rate, 
we are reminded of Jesus' words when 
certain persons objected to his healing on 
the Sabbath; " Is it lawful ... to save life, or 
to kill? ' ' (Mk 3:4) Whether he did right or 
wrong, the Cardinal didn't just a!Jow a 
human being to die; he killed her. Which 
ever way he decided, he would take a life; 
and the mother, being the suffering, 
cogniz.ant o ne, and comparatively young, 
would seem the tragedy in the case. lf 
forgiven and encouraged by the Church she 
might have put in many years of worthwhile 
living. 
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We offer that, in religious evolution (or in 
tl1e increasing discovery of truth, if you 
prefer), the time bas come to exalt person 
over things. We submit that rules of 
conduct, fonnation or revision of laws, 
standards of teXUal and aU moral oonduct, 
definitions or patriotism, scientific studies 
and experimentations, as well as metcifuJ 
acts toward unborn or presently living, shall 
come under obeisant to hllllWl individuals 
as persons. And we contend that rejecting 
abortion under all circumstances is as gxe.at 
an evil as condoning it unconditionally. 
Respectfully yours, 
Harold Bradford 
Olicago 
HARRINGTON'S REPLY 
TO THE EDITOR: 
1 am grateful for the opportunity of 
replying to the letter of Mr. Harold 
Bradford. Unfortunately, I do not know his 
special area of competence or expertise. 1 
gather that he represents some group or 
organization because, in the .nrst paragraph, 
he uses the pronoun us but he neglects to 
identify the organization. 
To say the least the logic of his rust 
paragraph escapes me. He challenges my 
position that the innocent, defe.nseless 
unborn f;us ha• ar inalienable right to be 
born and tht~n complains that tlle law does 
not recognize, on the part of this same 
fetus, the right nor to be borTL 1 can only 
reply that, if the law did recognize a right of 
the fetus not to be bom, his inalienable 
ri&ht to be born would be in jeopardy since 
the defen seless fetus looks to the law to 
protect his basic right of survival. 
I find very interesting the statement that 
Mr. Bradford and his associates fmd the 
" many laws and their definitions on the 
subject" of the rights of the fetus 
"irrelevant". However, he offers no proof or 
no evidence to demonstate their irrelevancy. 
This is a famous technique of those who 
favor and propose liberalization of abortion 
laws or total repeal of all abortion laws. 
Either, they refuse entirely to come to grips 
with the only relevant issue - what is the 
fetus from the moment of conception and 
what are the rights of the fetus - or, if they 
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are forced to take cognizru 
issues, they dismiss them 
irrelevant. I would remind Mr 
an axiom of logic QUO 
ASSERITUR, GRATIS NEGA 
wish to participate in discussr 
you give reasons and evider. 
conclusions; you just do no 
conclusions gratuitously. n . 
receive serious oonsideration. 
of these 
ruptly 8l 
adford of 
GRATIS 
R. Jfyoa 
of issues, 
for your 
ron ounce 
will not 
Appartently, in the second p rraph, Mr. 
Bradford is referring to the fi!! o be bom 
of a fetus that will be born ha ·apped or 
damaged. The reason that the does not 
recognize the right of the fet not to be 
born damaged is not because e unbora 
child is subordinate to cells " energies. 
Rather, the law, from very curr t evidence 
of embryology and fetology ' cognized 
that there is huma.n Ufc present the ferus, 
t11at human life is protec, by the 
Fourteenth Amendment and destruc· 
tion of this human life woulr e ac·com-
plished without due process of v, that, if 
consulted, the fetus would ven •kely wish 
to be born damaged rather t h. not to be 
born at aJJ, that the right of t1 mbom to 
be born must take preceden over the 
mot her's right to be free 1.' traumatic 
reactions or the fatller's right t iJe £ree of 
add itional expense, that t orWnal 
abortion statutes were enacted much to 
protect the right of the unbon 1 be born 
as to protect the mother's hea . that the 
preciousness of each human life proteCted 
as a matter of public policy by 1 law, that. 
in such a situation, eugenic co ideratioos 
and the breeding of prize cal tc are not 
con trolling issues. 
Mr. Bradford apparently beli· .;s that the 
q uality of human life is mor tmportanl 
than the human life itself. 11 •s a novel 
approach to place greater v. ,e on Ill! 
accident ratlter than in the ~ 1stance ill 
which it inheres. 
By indicating that damag I life b 
expendable before birth, Mr Bradford 
would be bound In logic, if he ,. shes to be 
consist ent, to insist that damagc1t tlfe should 
be destroyed at or after birth. 
AJso, if he maintains that th~ human life 
of the damaged fetus can be destrOyed 
before birth because It doesn't ,.,easwe up 
to tlle minimum standard hat some r 
committee of human gods will ~ tablish •. hr 
will be forced to hold, if he de\ tres logical 
consistency, the propriety of euthanasia. of 
the born. Any person, accord i11g to hJm, 
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does not measure up to the quality 
5tanda.rd - be it from age, accident, 
- can be destroyed. Be careful, Mr. 
-~~~~1ra, you might yet be caught in your 
when a member of the "quality 
board" might point the fmger at 
and order your destruction, because 
can no longer make a useful contri· 
to society. 
"We rriust give precedence to a mother's 
..... Another gratuitous statment and 
llllllclu!>ion How are you going to measure 
the human life of the mother 
her unborn child so that the human life 
t1 the mother emerges as of greater vaJue 
.. of importance and the human Ufe ·of her 
is considered to be inferior? 
One final reference to tl1e closing 
Jilllpaph of Mr. Bradford's letter. Rerc, he 
lfeab of allowing abortions in some Cll· 
Clllstances but denying them in otltcr 
circumstances. I f you are to be logical and 
consistent, Mr. Bradford, since abortion is 
the destruction of innocent, defenseless un· 
born human life, if you can justify an abor-
tion for any reason you must condone it for 
all reasons. The human life of every fetus is 
the same. Therefore, you cannot approve 
one abortJon or deny another abortion on 
the basis of the human life involved. Some 
other extraneous and incidental factor must 
become your guideline - the convenience of 
the mother. her comfort and ease. fmances, 
housing, etc ., then, human Ufe, which 
traditionally and historically has always 
been accpeted as the greatest good, will 
become subservient and subordinate to 
some lesser good. If that ever happens, 
watch the decline in our culture and the 
deterioration of the fibre of our society! 
The concentration camps will be in our 
midst as millions of our citizens are 
exterminated . Who will preside at our 
Nuremberg trials? 
Most respectfully, 
Rt. Rev. Paul V. Harrington, P.A. 
Boston, Massachusetts 
CONGRATULATIONS 
TO THE EDITOR : 
ContratuJations on the high quality of the 
August Linacre Quarterly. It is very useful 
and will do a lot of good. 
With best regards, 
Sincerely, 
Charles E. Rice 
Professor of Law 
Notre Dame Law School 
Notre Dame, Indiana 46556 
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